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U5, Erviironimental Protection Agency Region 9
TSCA PCB Cieanup and Disposal Approval under 40 CRR. § 761.61{c) for
Malibu High School and Juan Cabrilio Blementary School
Gerober 33, 2014

Pursuant to 40 CFR § 761.61{¢), the US. Environmentas! Profecticn
ceriain g)fovisiaw as described ‘Ge fow, from t‘ne “Site-Speciic PC%-R%}EW% ?L !& {
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Manage i, Characterization and Remediation Plan for the Library and Buildin
Malibu High ~{t% oo’ dated July 2014 as subseguently amend

H{"the Application”}, which is an
attachment to this anproval. The Application was submitted to EPA by the Santa Moenica-Maliby Unitied
School District {the " District™}

Sg}eciﬁcaiéy EPA Is approving the following g:}%'nv‘ssioa"zs as the risk-bas {:d man
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from the Districy’s Application to address the substrale in contact v
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e (known
as PCB r‘ssf'raf-;-{ﬁEaﬂ(}r‘. waste) following removal of the cau%;\t a1 Maliby ﬁég%‘} Sc:% 30!
Elementary School {ICES)

e Porous subsirates {e.g., concrete) shall receive the following tr
caulk is vemoved: surface preparation and application of & (:o“é
based sealant® over the area underlying all the removed caulk ar

caulk/substrate contact area followed by applicatd
testing shail be performed at & minimum af eac
The approved provisions are contained in the Applic:
supplement,

e Nor-porous substrates {e.g., metal) shall be decontaminated with a solvent to achieve aswt

ws;w con "aqtratl()*\o?é@“ than 1 ug/100 on® based on verification wipe test
vill be repeated untl the 1 ug/100 om? goal is metl. The approve d provisions are ¢or
::he Anplication In sections F.L.%, F.1.9 and the supplement.

s Best Managemeni Practices {(BMPs}, including proper mainies
the schools, increased cdeaning of the dassroors (o reduce dust and
cleaning equipment that does not cause dust 1o becsing airborne,
consistent with the schedules set forth in the Application. T‘*‘wse SE h jz;iee ircly
monthly and annual procedures as specified in sections 1 2 2.1
Lo ‘zjc, ;mpié nented unless EPA approves diff
contained in the Application insections 1.2

AN0E ¢

ibu ngn School” da ui

N%’ “ber "‘b 7(‘?1
aily apply to substrate in contact with pre
tenitl ted i the futyre

 The District shall use the non- \!U” po,\ya):rwz senlar i
Developsent in the repert “Laboratory Study of Polye i iorinated Bipheny
Ruildings” (EFAJGOO/R-11/1568 April 2012)
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and surface wipe samples shall be collected Yo monitor the efficacy of the above

iIe wcﬁ ES’\,EP measures until major renovation or demolition occurs that results in
tarninated material. The le’mc? shall undertake monitering, as identified in
ation, through July 1, 2015, Based upon data collected during this initial monitoris g
e District will propose for EPA approval a supplement to the Application 1o include a
new momitoring plan for the period after July 1, 2015, Tha plan shall include an @vaiuai‘son of
monitoring data collected to date and a description of how the monitori: ing plan will continue to
ensure the ef? civeness of the remediation end BMP measures as evaluated against the E"\\,; g
identifiad in the foliowing bullet. EPA will approve the plan as submitted or as modified by EPA,
The apg}f‘cwed 5:)5"{_}\!5& ons are contained in the Application in section 1.2.3, Appendix D, and the

suppiament,

(<3

Al alr samples gathered by the District shall be evaluated 3 1zainst the applicable £PA public
zmiim svels for POBs i alr, as set forth at
>m; Jwvew . epagovipchsincsulk/marconcentrations.ntm {those levels range from 70 to 600
,%@d on the age of the children and the duration of exposure), and ali Sairface wipe

ait be w/ﬁim ed against the District’s proposed goal of 1 u;’z,’fC;{} em? These alr and
e health-based screening levels that, pursuant to this approval,
fuate the effectiveness of the remediation and B P measures al ensuring
reat levels protective of human health, i any samples exceed these fevels,
y {30) days of receipt of the laboratory results, the District shali conduct an
of the exceedances, inciuding an assessment of the causes and ientifying any
fure in the sm genay or implementstion of the remediation or BMP measures
. For surface wipe data, the evaluation should considsr all the
ia “z %r 2 1o o estimate an exposure concentration. The findings of the
2 subimitted to EPA along with & supplement to the Application, as nesded, to
any noted deficlencies to the BMPs. The application may include proposals for the
widitional data to evaluate room-specific axposure risks and/or indude additions]
rediation or BMP measures. The approved provisions are contained in the Application in
son 123 and the supplement,

= Removal oy decontamination of porous substrates 1o 3 mglkg PCBs in substrate material sh
oCCur ':i' the tne of major renovation or demolition, and ali PCB waste shall be disposed (‘7’?
consistent with 40 CF.R Part 761, Consistent with section 1.4 inthe f‘\;miz sation, the District will
submit a detatled site-specific remediation plan to EBA at least 60 days prior 1o the planned
renovation/demoiition, which EPA will evatuate and approve through a separate approval
action.

Arcapproval under 80 TER.§ 761.61{c) reguires £PA to make a fingd ing that PCB remediation wastes
remaining In place at MHS and JCES will not pose an unreasonable risk of Injury to health or the

environment. EPA i hereby making a finding that the remediation wastes meet this 7 ISCA stundard for
MHS and JCES,

et conditions at the ch<}0§ presently meet EPA national guidelines
1+ from PCBs in schools.” Following £P guidance, the District implemented 3 plan

PCBs In caulk

is found in the document “PCRS in Caulk - QRA" 2
bsincaui f/p(,m::.sli\ fag.pufl FPA incorporatas that doctment into today’s approval,

i

ED_002022B_00026382-00004



of BMPs that included improved cleaning ¢ sres, identification and removal of PCR-containing
fluorescent light ballasts, and inspection and
PCHSs and the effectiveness of RBMPs, the District w%u;‘ztat“s,f olec

samples,

K. To evaluate exposures 1o

S AR . 3 -y - v
163 aly and 508 surface wipe

The alv and surface wipe testing results were compared to the health-
the fifth bullet, above, wsfow and g wation of BRiPs.
DOsT-BMP alr sampies were above those levels for alr, §f the 503 .rw‘s-\--S?v;

100 cm’ and 84% of ai sa1

after the rmplemaer

%

were below the heslth-based screening level of 1 ug/
After BMIPs, only two locations exceeded the screening level for surfa
sample was collected divectly from a caulk surface and none of the \:;%\,e hel

that room were above the screening level, That caulk will be removed wi*;ti'm Gne ye’sagz

hily above thal level (51 2.8

with ong location above the soreening level post-BMP was only ~

ey
em®y, while nine other post-¢ surface wi;::ze locations from throughout the same room wer

‘.

detect. When evaluating PCB exposures to dust concantrations in ¢
the room to estimate an exposure concentiation. In 1his case, the exposure concentration caleulated at

g
a room, EPA considers ai? e iiaita in

e wines and therafore

2 85% ug};y confidence limit of the mean is below the screening level for su

considered accentable.

EPA research studi
inhaiation of Ca):‘ﬁ;:n'ziﬂa‘zﬂd atr; @
incidenial ingestit

hways are currently belng addressed by the District’s

5 show that primary health concen

1 secumarsiy from contact with PUBs

i, the sampling data from h ey >ch o 3" de

&)E: . {:\\j("

SRDOSWE ;J.
public health, Thus, the District
ates that the TSCA standard for no unreasonable risk s currently being met at MHS and

s uindertaking of the BMPs, as verifie 3R samnling

{5?3'5'.2%_, Gemon
ICES.

Second, based on the contingous implemeantation of the

:}Earmed removal of PCB-containing f"cu%» and the mes

conditions at the schoeol will continue to protect w%w §~;
bullding componanis covared by th
AMoOng Gther's the BMP prograrm E'cia.s;:ie.s continuous cleaning of the schoo
efficacy of the BMPs and othdr approved measures will be verified mmwgfz the periodic aly and

wige sampling required by this approval. if at any point such monitoring demonsts
¥ B E
ed, the Disirior mus
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o be protective by <

approved BMPs and other measures are not workin g as irtends
¥

3

of these measures and revise those proceduras as necessary
TSCA application 1o £PA,

This approval does not relieve the District and its consultants from cm‘zmhiéng v

PCH and Federst regulations, or state and jocal regulations and permits, Departure from this approval

without prior written permission from EPA may resull in revocation of this approval. if add

information féeé"mmsiz“atess"ihat EPA can nio longsr z‘ua& a no unreasonable s
mogify or revoke the approval,

Eavironmental Levels, and Exposures” EPASSGY/
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